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sovereignty of the League should be clearly defined, and that it
should 'give a large place to the co-operation' of the inhabitants and
be capable of modification in the future. Decisions would have to be
taken regarding nationality and the right of option, and guarantees
extended to all the inhabitants in respect of their past political
attitude. The French Government were prepared to declare 'that in
the event of the whole or part of the Saar Basin being united to
France', all the inhabitants 'would receive full and complete protec-
tion for their lives and liberty and3 would 'enjoy the same civil and
political rights as all French nationals without' distinction 'of lan-
guage, race or religion'. They considered that a clause of this nature
should be included in the decision to be adopted by the Council. A
mixed arbitral tribunal should be established for fifteen years in order
to safeguard existing economic and financial rights, and negotiations
should be opened regarding the settlement of foreign debts in the
event of the Saar coming under the German system of exchange
control. The French Government were prepared 'to surrender a large
part of the [coal] deposits on equitable terms' to the Territory if it
were placed under the sovereignty of the League, but if it were
reunited with Germany they would not abandon their claim to
repayment at a price payable in gold. They proposed that a direct
agreement should be reached on this point, under the auspices of the
Council, and before the date of the plebiscite.

Monsieur Barthou referred to this aide-memoire during a discussion
of the work of the Committee of Three by the League Council on the
8th September, He made it clear that his Government' would accept
the results of the plebiscite whatever they might be5, but could
renounce none of the alternative solutions, and that they desired
above all that a free vote should take place and thatc those conditions
which were stipulated in the Treaty of Versailles and had been defined
by the Council . . . should be generally observed'. He added that
'the French Government3 were 'engaging in. no noisy demonstra-
tions'. They relied 'on the law enshrined in the Treaty3.1 The
French aide-memoire and Monsieur Barthou's comments on it were
strongly criticized in Germany. The proposal for the discussion of
technical questions such as the repurchase of the mines was con-
sidered harmless, though unnecessary, but some of the other pro-
posals were interpreted as being invidious propaganda for the status
quo, since it was denied that the treaty made any provision for the
democratic constitution or the second plebiscite hinted at by Mon-
sieur Barthou. Moreover, the German Government could not accept
1 League of Nations Official Journal, November 1934, pp. 1390-1.